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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed 1/21/09, with respect to the rejection(s) of claim(s) 2, 
4 and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of U.S. patent 6,955,253 by Mazur et al. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 20 is objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 20 currently depends upon cancelled claim 1 , examiner assumes for the 

current office action that applicant's intended claim 20 to depend upon claim 2. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1) Claims 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 11-13 and 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. patent 6,1 34,568 by Tonkin, and further in view of U.S. 
patent 6,661 ,531 by Murphy et al., and further in view of U.S. patent 6,955,253 by 
Mazur et al. 
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2) Regarding claims 2, 4 and 1 1 , Tonkin teaches a printing system (Figure 1 ) 
having at least one printer, comprising: a document supervisory client (Figure 1, item 31 
or 32) configures to generate print condition settings (Figures 5A-5F; Column 7, line 1 1 
- Column 8, line 53); and a document supervisory server (Figure 1 , item 60) configured 
to control printing based upon a printing request from the document supervisory client in 
accordance with the print condition settings (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 13, line 52- 
Column 14, line 23); wherein said document supervisory client is configured to make a 
query to the document supervisory server via a network inquiring whether the print 
condition settings are permissible in a printer (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), 
and said document supervisory server is further configured to return advisability of the 
print condition settings to the document supervisory client (Column 9, line 24 - Column 
10, line 43), wherein said document supervisory server is configured to change a 
combination of the print condition settings (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 22) and 
to send a permissible combination including one set of changed print condition settings 
to the document supervisory client upon determining that the print condition settings are 
impermissible (Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43), and wherein said document 
supervisory client is configured to generate a user interface based on the one set of 
changed print condition settings (Figures 8A-9), and the combination of the print 
condition settings changed by said document supervisory server is a combination of a 
print condition settings that were set by the document supervisory client (Column 9, 
lines 24-37), and the user interface displays print conditions (figure 5B). 
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Tonkin does not specifically teach the document supervisory server is further 
configured to determine which of the print condition settings to change based on a 
priority order previously stored in the document supervisory server, and the user 
interface displays conditions that are impermissible with a visual indication that identifies 
the conditions as impermissible. 

Murphy teaches the document supervisory server is further configured to 
determine which of the print condition settings to change based on a priority order 
previously stored in the document supervisory server (column 2, lines 33-40). 

Tonkin and Murphy are combinable because they are both from the printing field 
of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Tonkin and Murphy to add prioritizing print setting 
changes. The motivation for doing so would have been "for adaptively matching print 
quality and performance" (column 2, lines 9-10). 

Mazur teaches the user interface displays conditions that are impermissible with 
a visual indication that identifies the conditions as impermissible (figure 36; column 44, 
lines 28-32). 

Tonkin and Mazur are combinable because they are both from the user interface 
selection field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Tonkin and Mazur to add giving a visual indication of 
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unavailable options. The motivation for doing so would have been so that the user is 
informed of unavailable options. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Tonkin with Murphy and Mazur 
to obtain the invention as specified by claim 2. 

3) Regarding claims 5 and 12, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to 
claim 2, wherein said document supervisory server sends initial setting values with 
applicable character strings and graphs each representing print condition settings to the 
document supervisory client, and said document supervisory client generates a user 
interface configured to allow print condition settings based upon the setting values, 
character strings, and graphs (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 9, line 24 -Column 10, 
line 43). 

4) Regarding claim 7, Tonkin teaches the printing system according to claim 4, 
wherein said document supervisory server sends initial setting values with applicable 
character strings and graphs each representing print condition settings to the document 
supervisory client, and said document supervisory client generates a user interface 
configured to allow print condition settings based upon the setting values, character 
strings, and graphs (Column 13, lines 1-24; Column 9, line 24 - Column 10, line 43). 

5) Regarding claims 9, 13, 18 and 19, Tonkin teaches the printing system according 
to claim 4, wherein, said document supervisory client is configured to send an ID which 
uniquely identifies a document stored in a database in a document supervisory server 
(Column 6, line 51 - Column 7, line 27; Column 13, lines 26-64), and said document 
supervisory server obtains an applicable document corresponding to the ID and 
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executes printing the applicable document in accordance with the print condition 
settings (Column 13, line 26 - Column 14, line 23). 

6) Regarding claim 20, Tonkin does not specifically teach the printing system of 
claim 2, wherein the visual indication is a listing of the print condition with a strike- 
through marking. 

Mazur teaches the printing system of claim 2, wherein the visual indication is a 
listing of the print condition with a strike-through marking (figure 36; column 44, lines 28- 
32). 

Tonkin and Mazur are combinable because they are both from the user interface 
selection field of endeavor. 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Tonkin and Mazur to add giving a visual indication of 
unavailable options. The motivation for doing so would have been so that the user is 
informed of unavailable options. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine Tonkin with Murphy and Mazur 
to obtain the invention as specified by claim 20. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to BENJAMIN O. DULANEY whose telephone number is 
(571)272-2874. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (10am - 
6pm). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571)272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Benjamin O Dulaney/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2625 

/David K Moore/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



